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Eehxu fully agreed that we had a comoa objective in attempting to develop 
a genuinely neutral Laos. He agreed also to the desirability of mutual 
consultation prior to the Geneva Conference. He had not given the subject much 
though t, but suggested that the legal basis should be the 1954 Geneva .Agreement. 
Ambassador Galbraith suggested that new and special machinery was needed, rather 
than following the fanner ICC procedures. Hehru agreed and pointed out that 
there were political considerations involved, not simply military, as before, 
iff said that he himself could not come to the opening of the Conference, but 
would later if his presence was needed. He opposes Introduction of any 

other subjects, such as South Vietnam being considered at the Conference. 

He said that he felt it would be better for the Laotian factions to get together 
in a coalition regime now, so that a Laos government could be a participant, and 
not two or three groups as observers. 

Galbraith and I pointed out that the military gains had resulted from the 
Comunists taking advantage of our attempt for a peaceful settlement, and this 
should not be considered by us as a controlling factor in negotiations to the 
Coanunlst advantage. Hehru responded that the Pathet Lao would undoubtedly try 
to use this to gain a larger political participation, but that we should not 
permit it to force a dvision of Laos. Hehru underlined the historic antipathy 
of Laotians for toe Chinese, as well as hatred for the Aamanites. He suggested 
this might be a unifying influence among the Laotians. 

In reply to my question, he was non-committal on how far Souvamn Phouma 
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had consul tted h ins® 1 feta to the Ccsounists, but pointed out that the Xing and 
Seuvanna did not get along. (Galbraith says that in a previous conversation he 
was somewhat sore negative in speaking of Souvanna.) 

Kehru raised the subject of Angola and expressed grave concern to which we 
agreed* Nehru suggested that Galbraith keep in touch with Desai in exchange of 
views regarding the Geneva Conference. It was obvious that Nehru had given 
little thought so far to the details of the Conference or what measures could 
be taken to assure Laos neutrality* He had been concentrating on the IOC. 

Nehru explained that the ICC were ready to leave at a moment's notice for 
Vientiane and agreed that its function should be only to verify the ceasefire 
and cot becooe involved in any political negotiations. 

Sihea I took my leave Nehru thanked me with warmth for stopping by to see his. 
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